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Art Unit: 2872 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 10/25/2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to appellant's general argument that there is no suggestion or motivation to 
combine, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art . See In re Fine , 837 F.2d 1071, 
5 U.S.P.Q. 2d 1596 (FED. CIR. 1988) and In re Jones . 958 F.2d 347, 21 U.S.P.Q. 2d 1941 
(FED. CIR. 1992). In this case, the exemplary reference to Carter et al ('896) clearly teaches it is 
well known to use interlocking fasteners including first and second arrays having identical 
configurations, wherein the first and second arrays includes a regularly-spaced plurality of 
fastening elements, wherein each fastening element comprises an elongated cylindrical shaft 
terminating in an expanded, mushroom-shaped head, note Fig. 3B, which would obviously 
convey to one of ordinary skill in the art the general knowledge and/or predictable results of 
attaching one element to another employing interlocking fasteners. 

Thus, it certainly would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify/substitute the interlocking fasteners of Stewart ('878) to 
include a similar interlocking assembly including first and second arrays having identical 
configurations, wherein the first and second arrays includes a regularly-spaced plurality of 
fastening elements, wherein each fastening element comprises an elongated cylindrical shaft 
terminating in an expanded, mushroom-shaped head, as taught by Carter et al, in order to quickly 
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attach and/or de-attach said reflective element assembly to said mounting bracket at reduced 
costs and/or to similarly attach said reflective element assembly to said mounting bracket in a 
predictable manner. 

Furthermore, the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary 
reference or the general knowledge available to one of ordinary skill in the art be bodily 
incorporated into the structure of the primary reference, nor is it that the claimed invention must 
be expressly suggested in anyone or all of the references, rather, the test is what the combined 
teaching of the references, as a whole, would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 U.S.P.Q. 871 (CCPA 1981). 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, 8-23 and 26-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stewart ('878) in view of Carter et al ('896). 

Stewart discloses a motor vehicle assembly comprising at least one mirror system for 
providing a rearward view to the operator of the motor vehicle, the mirror system comprising a 
reflective element assembly (90) including a reflective surface (96) for providing a reflection 
image, and a mounting panel (92, 98) having a mirror plate (92) for mounting the reflective 
surface thereto; a mounting bracket (110, 1 12) for mounting the reflective element assembly to 
the motor vehicle; and an interlocking fastener assembly (102, 104) for removably attaching the 
reflective element assembly to the mounting bracket comprising a first array of interlocking 
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fasteners (102) attached to and extend away from one of the reflective element assembly and the 
mounting bracket and a second array of interlocking fasteners (104) attached to and extending 
away from the other of the reflective element assembly and the mounting bracket, and 
configured to interlock with the first array and to secure said one of the reflective element 
assembly and the mounting bracket to the other of the reflective element assembly, wherein the 
mounting bracket comprises a swivel connection (32, 1 14), which serves as a tilting mechanism, 
for selectively adjusting the reflective element assembly, wherein the second array is attached to 
and extend away from the mounting panel/mirror plate, wherein the first and second arrays are 
attached and detachable without the use of separate fasteners, note Fig. 7 along with the 
associated description thereof, except for explicitly stating that the interlocking fasteners of the 
first and second arrays have an identical configuration, wherein the first and second arrays 
includes a regularly-spaced plurality of fastening elements, wherein each fastening element 
comprises an elongated cylindrical shaft terminating in an expanded, mushroom-shaped head. 

Carter et al teaches it is well known to use interlocking fasteners including first and 
second arrays having identical configurations, wherein the first and second arrays includes a 
regularly-spaced plurality of fastening elements, wherein each fastening element comprises an 
elongated cylindrical shaft terminating in an expanded, mushroom-shaped head, note Fig. 3B, in 
analogous art for the purpose of attaching one element to another. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify/substitute the interlocking fastener assembly of Stewart to include 
a similar interlocking assembly including first and second arrays having identical configurations, 
wherein the first and second arrays includes a regularly-spaced plurality of fastening elements, 
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wherein each fastening element comprises an elongated cylindrical shaft terminating in an 
expanded, mushroom-shaped head, as taught by Carter et al, in order to quickly attach and/or de- 
attach said reflective element assembly to said mounting bracket at reduced costs. 

As to the limitations of claims 2-5 and 20-23, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify to mounting panel of 
Stewart to include a plastic material of a synthetic resin, a thermoplastic material or gas-injected 
plastic material having a plurality of microscopic voids, as is well known in the art, in order to 
provide a light weight mounting panel, since it has been held to be within the general skill of a 
worker to select a known material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use and purpose 
of obtaining a degree of resiliency. Note In re Leskin, 125 USPQ 416. 

As to the limitations of claims 8-11, 14, 15, 17, 26-29, 32, 33 and 35, it is well known to 
use tilt actuators for vertically and horizontally tilting of a reflective element assembly in the 
same field of endeavor for the purpose of providing an adjustment of a rearward field of view. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the tilting mechanism of Stewart to include an automatic tilt 
actuator for vertically and horizontally tilting the reflective element assembly, as is commonly 
used and employed in the mirror art, in order to similarly adjust a rearward field of view so 
accommodate for different size drivers, since it has been held that broadly providing mechanical 
or automatic means to replace manual activity which has accomplished the same result involves 
only routine skill in the art. Note In re Venner, 120 USPQ 192. 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ricky D. Shafer whose telephone number is (571) 272-2320. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about 
the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
RDS 

May 11,2008 

/Ricky D. Shafer/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2872 
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